EOIR FOIA Processing (EOQIR)

From: Smith, Gary (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2010 3:03 PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Subject: RE: Complaint rec'd at OPR?

Thanks, and by the way, she is referring to our “one-day" suspension person.

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2010 2:56 PM
To: Smith, Gary (EQIR)

Subject: FW: Complaint rec'd at OPR?

Gary,
FY1, OPR doesn’t have anything from [(](®) at this point.
mitk

From: Wahowiak, Marlene (OPR)

Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2010 2:50 PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Complaint rec'd at OPR?

I just checked and didn’t see anything.

(b) (6) sounds familiar. Didn’t she have an ongoing battle with an IJ in [§Y®)a while back? 1
want to say the 1J may have transferred to[JYOJl]l Maybe 1'm getting my 1Js and complainants mixed
up!

Hope you survived the snow intact,
MMW

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) [mailto:Mary.Beth.Keller@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, February 17, 2010 2:45 PM

To: Wahowiak, Marlene (OPR)
Subject: Complaint rec'd at OPR?

Marlene,

One of our ACWJs has been dealing with a comptaint from an atiorney, (9X©) from [(X(S)

about Judge [DYCT G - viscd the ACIJ that she was also filing a complaint with OPR.  We had been
handling this, but, before we respond back to the complainant, | wanted to check in with you all to see if you had this.
Thanks much.

Hope all is well.

Mtk

MaryBeth Keller

Assistant Chief Immigration judge
ECIR/0CI]
703/305-1247

mary.beth keller@usdoj.gov 5555
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EOIR FOIA Processing {EOIR)

From:; Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2010 1:48 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR) '

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR); Kelly, Ed (EQIR)

Subject: 1 (b) (6) |

MTK:

I have reviewed my IJ [(s)][(§)) file and this is what | have as a status report. This is what my handwritten notes reflect.

Judge[@IBNthe materials covering the (YO I -

We had a discussion in@@lchambers. We went over the fact the BIA is indicating fiQvas
“brusque” in a footnote in Matter of{(YX(E)] Also, the BlA felt that the comments about the fact they had kids
when they had no status was unwarranted. We agreed to meet again. The }J came back to me the same day and said Qg
had reviewed all and acknowledged that, upen reading the transcripts, some of Bl comments were wrong, such as asking
the BIA to “please help with standards”, | asked not to make pleas to the BIA as to what they should do. We agreed to
meet again.

On January 25, 2010, | met with Judge (KR in the conference room to go over the PWP review. We reviewed the PWP.
| again had copies of the two decisions mentioned above and we went over again the criticisms from the BIA. The
significance of the term “brusque” (after | consulted with A Nej i i : is impatient (HIQ)
said Bligets stressed out but will calm down. N RS QO

Non-Responsive

As part of the review with |J (QX@NR | also addressed the request that | received as to how to file a complaint against
and showed a copy of the e-mail | received from attorney YOI The c-maii contained enough
criticism for me to address with the 1J. | received the e-mail on December 16, 2009 and | had my first discussion with the
IJ on January 5, 2010 about her comments. | again discussed the criticism with the IJ on January 25, 2010. | asked QI8 to
be careful because the next step she will make is to askBI8 to recuse[(DYOII has since reported that when the
attorney came the next time, BB was calm, granted her continuance and there have not been any additicnal problems
with counsel. The IJ stresses over case completion goals and what@lfeels is expected of@8lon the bench RIR has
reported to me that@Ig is using a different approach wher@I@gets hit with last minute continuances. (The attorney that
complained is new to this field. Last week she wrote to me. She was upset that the court has not issued a notice of
hearing to one of her clients. When | looked into it, it turns out that DHS has not filed the NTA with the court. | explained to
her that without the NTA, the court will not issue a Notice of Hearing to her client.)

||(b)(6) e Dartie . 1= =

This is the extent of my notes. Please advise if you need ahything else. EMS

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQOIR)
Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 9;52 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Cc: Moutinhe, Deborah (EOIR)

Subject: Re: (X))

Great. No need for formal. But the dates wid be good. :)

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Device

5672; 5701
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From: Sukkar, Elisa {EQIR)

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)
Sent: Wed Mar 31 19:59:38 2010

Subject: RE: (b) (6)

MTK:

Both cases were addressed with the |J. We gave @8the decisions. We discussed twice. These cases were included as
part of QIGPWP review which we did in Jan/Feb 2010. We read the comments together and we went over the comments
in the BIA decision and the transcripts. QI8 was very receptive. | talked to[@fBlabout getting agitated on the bench and to
give YO more time if@I8feels pressured byQIE Masters.

There had been an attorney inquiring as to how to complain about the 1J. | provided the information 1o the attorney. | do
not know if she filed a formal complaint since | have not received any complaints from OCIJ on the IJ. But her comments
to me were addressed with the |J nevertheless and the fact that she was new to the case and instead of granting a
continuance@I@gave her 10 minutes to go outside and prepare herself to address the charges. | explained that there is
no need to rush these things. All of this was discussed with the 1J during the informal PWP review.

| will write a formal memge to you tomorrow with more details as to dates.

Thanks. EMS

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 6:04 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQCIR)

Subject: RE:[(9]()

Same thing with[(QXE)] sent to you on Jan 07.
Tx.
mtk

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 6:03 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (ECIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Subject (b) (6)

Elisa,

| have the((J(®) from BIA that went to you on Jan 6, and an email saying you were going to talk to the
judge on Jan 08.

What is the resolution of this one?

Tx.

mik

MaryBeth Keller

Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
EOIR/OQCl)

703/305-1247
mary.beth.keller@usdoj.gov

5673; 5702
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EQIR FOIA Processina (EOIR)

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Sent: Thursday, April 01, 2010 1:48 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Ce: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR); Morris, Florencio (ECIR); Kelly, Ed (ECIR)
Subject: 234 (b) (6)

MTK:

| have reviewed my IJ [(g){(]file and this is what | have as a status report. This is what my handwritten notes reflect.

materials covering theQX(E) and (9XQ)

On Januai 11, 2010, | iave to Judge (QX©] the
(0 ©)

ion inQJ chambers. We went over the fact the BIA is indicating QiR was
“brusque” in a footnote in Matter o Also, the BIA felt that the comments about the fact they had kids
when they had no status was unwarranted. We agreed to meet again. The I1J came back to me the same day and said
had reviewed all and acknowledged that, upon reading the transcripts, some of@@comments were wrong, such as asking
the BIA to “please help with standards”. | asked @I not to make pleas to the BIA as to what they should do. We agreed to
meet again.

On January 25, 2010, | met with Judge[[DXORin the conference room to go over the PWP review. We reviewed the PWP.
| again had copies of the two decisions mentioned above and we went over again the criticisms from the BIA. The
significance of the term “brusque” (after | consulted with ACIJ Weil), | told @IBlthe parties at times feel BiBlis impatient.
saidBI8 gets stressed out but will calm down NS

Non-Responsive

As part of the review with I[{9](B] | aiso addressed the request that | received as to how to file a complaint againstBIGY
and showed @@ a copy of the e-mail | received from attorney [DYB) The e-mail contained enough
criticism for me to address with the IJ. | received the e-mail on December 18, 2009 and | had my first discussion with the

1J on January 5, 2010 about her comments. | again discussed the criticism with the 1J on January 25, 2010. | asked REto
be careful because the next step she will make is to ask[gig to recuse%has since reported that when the
attorney came the next timegQ was calmyligaranted her continuance and there have not been any additional Eroblems

with counsel. The |J stresses over case completion goals and wha els is expected of[QIQn the bench as
reported to me tha S using a different approach whe ets hit with last minute continuances. (The att that

complained is new to this field. Last week she wrote to me. She was upset that the court has not issued a notice of
hearing to one of her clients. When | looked into it, it turns out that DHS has not filed the NTA with the court. | explained to
her that without the NTA, the court will not issue a Notice of Hearing to her client.)

This is the extent of my notes. Please advise if you need anything else. EMS

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 9:52 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Subject: Re: (b) (6)

Great. No need for formal. But the dates wid be good. )

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Device

5701, 5672
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From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

To: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)

Cc¢: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)
Sent: Wed Mar 31 19:59:38 2010
Subject: RE: (JX(®)

subject: RE: [DFQ)

Both cases were addressed with the |J. We gaveWthe decisions. We discussed twice. These cases were included as
part of @IBPWP review which we did in Jan/Feb 2010. We read the comments together and we went over the comments
in the BIA decision and the transcripts. @@ was very receptive. | talked toJ§J] about getting agitated on the bench and to
give[[JYEY more time iffl feels pressured byQIQ Masters.

There had been an attorney inquiring as to how to complain about the L. | provided the information to the attorney. | do
not know if she filed a formal complaint since | have not received any complaints from OCIJ on the IJ. But her comments
to me were addressed with the |J nevertheless and the fact that she was new to the case and instead of granting a
gontinuance gave her 10 minutes to go outside and prepare herself to address the charges. | explained that there is
no need to rush these things. All of this was discussed with the IJ during the informal PWP review.

! will write a format memo to you tomorrow with more details as to dates.

Thanks. EMS

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 6:04 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Subject: RE: BICGH

?:me thing with (b) (6) sent to you on Jan Q7.

mtk

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 6:03 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah {EQIR)

Subject; (b) (6)

Elisa,

| have the Matter (b) (6) from BIA that went to you on Jan 6, and an email saying you were going to talk to the
judge on Jan 08.

What is the resolution of this one?

Tx.

mitk

MaryBeth Keller

Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
EQIR/0CI]

703/305-1247
mary.beth.keller@usdoj.gov

5702; 5673
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| recommend no further action is necessary in light of the past training already given,
counsel by me and conduct by | that | have witnessed to date; and j@ responsivenessin the
meeting held on 1/13/10 to discuss this case. ACIJKeller and | further discussed this case and 1J
(9X(®)subsequent conduct in light of this earlier counseling, re-training received with an mentor 1J
at the@%‘ Court, and other previous actions taken on [(g) (9] actions in this case took
place prior to corrective counsel and re-training.

Amended Opinion of thW:ircuit Decision

NOTE: An “Amended Opinion” of the circuit’s decision wasissued on May 3, 2010. The only
change or revision | could find between the first decision filed on 12/2/09 and this latest filing of
5/3/10 isfound in the subsection entitled “ Decision of the BIA”, wherein the footnote 2 of the
circuit’s decision noting the following has been removed:

0) (6)

5796
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR)

From: Burr, Sarah (EQIR)
Sent: Wednesday, March 17, 2010 2:34 PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)

Subject: m updates

| had Felicia fax a copy of a federal civil rights action filed against{(9X(©) by a detainee by the name of (X()
(b) (6) It was sent to Deborah's attention. | read it and it does not look worrisome to me, but I'm no expert on that type
of claim. Marta Rothwarf has been in touch with Judgel§YEEbout this matter.

Regarding a complaint made about Judge 1M(b) (6) another detainee, the original letter | sent him
in February has been returned. | have reviewed the ROP and the same allegations he makes were made in an appeal to
the BIA. The BIA dismissed his appeal a few weeks ago. | am sending you a copy of the letter that is going out to [QJQ)

YO hc we located a{DYEIH County Jail in@@_ Basically, | did not find his allegations to be substantiated
by the record. However, having reviewed the record, | will speak to Judge [[)JE)about some of ggcomments on the
record.

Sarah M. Burr

Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
20 Federal Plaza

New York, N.Y.

5901, 4059
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Page 1 of 1

Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

From: Romig, Jeff (EOIR)
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 5:44 PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: FW: (GO complaint against 1J b) (6)

Attachments: Complaint{Q)YOI wpd

Here's the [HYB) omplaint response. Issue we discussed today was whether we respond to complaints
when the complainant is not a party to the case. | don’t see that the proposed complaint procedure addresses the
“standing” issue. I'm still comfortable with the letter going out “as is” to close the complaint.

From: Romig, Jeff (EQIR)

Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2009 10:45 AM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Subject: [BYGEE complaint against DY

Mary Beth: | drafted the attached response to the complaints that were filed via e-mail against IJ (X))

(b) (6) is the complainant’'s AOL handle. The complainant identifies herself as the “fiancée” of a respondent

(b) (6) who was ordered removed at{(9QYGIl detained on June 30.

Do we have a policy for responding to complaints from persons other than respondents or attorneys of record? |

believe that “[HYG) is the mother of this respondent’s USC child (no proof of this), as she wrote a letter on

hlS behalf when the case was still pending. She also is the subject of a protection order issued against

[OIOM i [DXB) (she says this was “simply due to intoxication”). She of course now wants him back in the
SA I'm wondering about the "standing” issue for our (OCIJ's) response to such complaints.

Having said that, I'm comfortable with issuing the letter as is.

Thanks, Jeff

p.s.—Deborah, I'm done with the tape player.

5927
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR)

From; Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR}

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2011 6:33 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)

Subject: RE: Request for decision in motion to suppress evidence in removal proceedings of

20) (6)

MTK:

I have not. | did ask the I to park inside our secure parking area. As to the e-mails from this respondent, Bl indicated
deletes them without reading them.

| spoke to the CA today about this again. | may have added security in the courtroom when the case is being heard.
EMS

-----Original Message———

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2011 11:04 AM

To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Request for decision in motion to suppress evidence in removal proceedings of ARYO TN

Elisa,
Did you hear back from the Cl) on this?
mtk

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2011 6:51 PM

To: O'Leary, Brian (EQIR)

Cc: McGoings, Michae! (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth {(EOIR)

Subject: FW: Request for decision in motion to suppress evidence in removal proceedings of AINTO NN

Dear Judge O'Leary:

I need your guidance on this matter. The e-mails below are from a respondent before 11 (X)) He has written to the
lIConduct box and writes to the I) directly. | have written to him through the UConduct box and | have asked him to

refrain from communicating with the 1) in this manner. The Respondent continues to do so. | have asked Judge (DYOTEN
not to respond te his e-mails.

| believe this now amounts to harassment of the I). The respondent uses language that is intended to intimidate the 1).
His tone is aggressive and confrontational. There have not been any threats to the I)'s safety. He does acknowledge in
the e-mails below, which he sent to the I) directly, that he has placed 11 and then 20 calls to the court to inquire as to
the status of his case or his motions. | do not believe that anyone that places 20 calls on a pending matter to be rational.

Non-responsive & (b)(5

2013-2789 006363



Moutinko, Deborah (EOIR)

From: Smith, Gary (EOIR)

Sent:  Friday, December 17, 2010 8:38 AM
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 6
Subject: RE: Reports

418 is legal.

From: Moutinho, Dehorah {EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, December 15, 2010 4;00 PM
To: Smith, Gary (EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: Reports

Hello Judge Smith

Attached is an executive Summary of the complaints from your courts. Please categorize the complaints
that are highlighted. When sending this information or any other information to update the complaints
listed please refer to the complaint table Index number so the information can be accurately updated into
the data base.

| have attached the complaint nature list for your convenience. Please let me know if you have any
questions or require additional information

Thank you
Deborah

Non-Responsiv

12/20/2010

6434



RodrigueP
Text Box
6434
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Moutinho, Deborah {(EOIR)

Frc;.m: Smith, Gary (EOIR)

Sent: Monday, December 20, 2010 10:36 AM
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Subject: FW: Reports

Attachments: complaint nature list.doc; Judge Smith.pdf
Deborah, 418 ((9X() is due process and 400 and 414 ({(9FGM) are in-court conduct.

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, December 15, 2010 4:00 PM
To: Smith, Gary (EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Subject: Reports

Hello Judge Smith

Attached is an executive Summary of the complaints from your courts. Please categorize the complaints
that are highlighted. When sending this information or any cther information to update the complaints
listed please refer to the complaint table Index number so the information can be accurately updated into
the data base.

| have attached the complaint nature list for your convenience. Please let me know if you have any
questions or require additional information

Thank you
Deborah

Non-Responsive

6436
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itinho, Deborah (EOIR)

| sm: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
nt:  Monday, January 10, 2011 10:51 AM
2 Fong, Thomas (ECIR)

G Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Subject: RE: |J training — conduct of hearing — v. Holder, (X))

Tom,

This one looks to me like Intake appears to be “in court, due process.” And | think its conclusion would be
- corrective action already taken —i.e., the December 2007 training. The BIA decisions actually both pre-
date the training, so the |J decisions pre date even those! Let me know if that is correct from your
review. Deborah is out for the rest of the week, s0, need to clarify this asap - thx.

mitk

From: Fong, Thomas (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, January 05, 2011 1:00 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Cc: Fong, Thomas (EQIR)

Subject: RE: I training -- conduct of hearing -{BDYCII v. Holder, BICHIIIIIEGE

Mary Beth, | have the ROP and | have also reviewed the Jl§ Cir. remand, BIA’s affirmance of IJ (QXQ)
decision, as well as QIQoral dec. 1 am still in the process of reviewing the transcript. But you stated below
that we should “talk about the form before you do it." | am available anytime after 4:00pm your time

Non-Responsive

Thomas Y .K. Fong

Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
Immigration Court/EQIR/DOI

606 South Olive Street, 15th Floor
Los Angeles. CA 90014
(213)894-2811

thomas.fong{@usdoj.gov

From: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)
Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2010 10:51 AM
To: Fong, Thomas (EQIR)

Subject: FW: D) training -- conduct of hearing -{SYOIE v. Hoider, (XS]

Tom,

This came to Jack but, seems to make sense that you fold this into any conversation you are havin
with Judge @i on the other case that recently came back. | know that these are oldies, i.e., pre date
training. We will need to track this; but let's talk about the form before you do it.

mtk

From: Beier, Bryan (CIV)
Sent: Friday, November 19, 2010 3:57 PM
To: Weil, Jack (EOIR)

Subject: IJ training - conduct of hearing -- v. Holder, @!@_

Judge Weil,

At the request of OIL director Thom Hussey, I'm e-mailing you pursuant to OIL’s immigration 6452
judge training initiative to bring to the above-referenced case to your attention. The dispositive

1/10/2011
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Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Sent: | Wednesday, June 29, 2011 9:53 AM
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Subject: FW: Possible OIG referral
OIG referral on Tuesday, if you scroll down to Jeff's email to Jim Kirdar.
X

mtk

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 9:51 AM
To: Rosenblum, Jeff (EQIR)

Subject: RE: Possible OIG referral

Jeff,

(1) In 2007 we referred travel irregularities to OIG following information provided by the then Court
Evaluation Team that had gone to (XN O!G's initial review in January 2008 determined that
EOIR had erroneously authorized the IJ to travel in the manner thatQ@lid and OIG indicated that
an investigation was not then warranted. However, OIG subsequently assisted EQIR via an audit
and in October 2008 identified questionable travel expenses that JudgeY@¥aimed, inciuding
reimbursement for the use of a pov versus the use of commercial transportation; excessive use of
official time; unauthorized layover or delay; failure to comply with policy requiring use of
government credit card. The OIG identified approximately $6400 in overpayments and
recommended training of EQIR travel personnel, approving officials and all EOIR employees.
EOIR ultimately recovered approximately $4000 from the IJ. Reprimands of both the ACIJ and IJ
were considered but never executed, in part due to time elapsed since the incidents.

(2) In April 2007, we received an OIG report following allegations made by a gentleman that Judge
had provided him with insider stock trading information in exchange for installing a heating
and air conditioning system valued in excess of $9000 --- the complainant allegedly lost more
than $700,000 in investments as a result of information provided by [(§)(3)] OIG coordinated with
the SEC and learned that in April 2005 they had received the same information and took no
action. However, the OIG report contained information tha{(9§(9¥isited the complainant
regularly approximately 3 days a week to play dominoes from 10 -12. ACIJ McGoings was
alerted and indicated that general problems with hours of work had been addressed at the
(b) (6) court several years ago and did not appear to have recurred according to the Court
Administrator.

Mtk

From: Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 8:08 AM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: FW: Possible OIG referral

Mtk,
Can you tell me the answer to Robin’s questions abou[()X(SIThanks.

Jeff
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To: Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR)
Subject: RE: Possible OIG referral

What were thé previous complaints against this IJ, and were any substantiated? Also, as discussed,
in light of alleged ethics violations, pls. forward to Brigette as well. Thanks.

From: Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR)

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2011 6:56 PM
To: Kirdar, Jim M. (OIG)

Cc: Stutman, Robin M. (EOIR)
Subject: FW: Possible OIG referral

Jim,

Attached and below please find information related to an anonymous complaint against U[{s)J(&)]

(DX} of the [BYGMImmigration Court. The complaint alleges that flfshows favorable treatment
to one particular attorney. As you will see from the e-mail below and the attached materials, OClJ
has informally reviewed and has been unable to substantiate the claims. Nonetheless, on behalf of
OCl, I am forwarding to you for OIG’s consideration and records. Please let me know if you have
any questions. Thanks.

Jeff

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2011 3:07 PM

To: Rosenblum, Jeff (EQIR)

Cc: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR); Nadkarni, Deepali (EOIR); Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Subject: Possible OIG referral

Jeff,
Attached is

(1) an anonymous complaint (the only pdf above, the rest follow in order) we received dated March
25, 2011, which essentially alleges that | /()] immigration court) is inappropriately
steering certain respondents/cases to a certain attorney, and then inappropriately granting the
respondents relief,

(2) an OPAT report that covers a four year period - March 30, 2007 thru April 1, 2011 - and shows
the number of cases in which IJ[[JJB) was the judge and aﬁorne@_ was counsel.

Out of that specific group of cases, we can see the number of cases in which IJ Duck granted relief.
(R = Relief, V = Voluntary Departure, X = Removal), | am currently checking with OPAT on the 3
remaining codes on the report and what they are: “T”, “C” and “A”

(3) an excel document showing the A#s of Judge(l(Olicases wit{®XE) that are reflected
on the report, and

(4) some emails in which Larry discusses his review of the initial allegation, and notes that the
attorney initially was not the attorney of record, but then became attorney of record, and which
reflect Larry’s discussion with the Chief Counsel on this and some other unrelated allegations.

We have not been able to reach a conclusion from the above reports that the anonymous
complainant’s allegations are substantiated. But, given the nature of the allegations, forwarding to
you for possible OIG review.

Let us know if you think that appropriate.

Thanks.
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Mary Beth,
Mary Beth,
Please see my proposed response,

If you like, could this response be through the Complaint website? Alternatively, I can
send hardcopy today. Or maybe both.

I know you are going on vacation. Are vou in the office today?
LRD

————— Original Message—-—--~-

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 4:00 BM
Tc: Dean, Larry R. {(EOIR)

subject: RE: URGENT 15sUE REGARDING DETAINED CLIENT IN [(HNGENEGE

Larry,

I think you sheould respond teo this and advise that most of the below relates to matters
within DH5 purview which we canncot address. (As a side note, this seems to be the practice
that NAIJ has complained about to me, i.e., that in some places, DHS is not setting
initial bonds, leaving that tc the IJ, and they think that is wrong -—- see above email
exchange w/ notes from Brian). Fegarding the matters that relate to EOIR: (1) scheduling
of the bond redeterminatien hearing; your review has not found anything out of order, and
{2)G-28 1s not an EOIR 28; note that we don't currently have an EQIR-Z8 on file.

And anything else you think appropriate.
My 2 cents.
mt k

From: Dean, Larry R. (EQIR)
Sent: Wednesday, April 13, 2011 4:0& PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EDIR)

Subject: FW: URGENT ISSUE REGARDING DETAINED CLIENT IN(b)(6)

Mary Beth,

I spoke with the CA about this. The individual who called the court was so rude that the
legal assistant who dealt with the caller made a memc as soon as the conversations were
over.

In summary version, the pesople called to complain. The legal assistant spoke with them
and explained how bonds are set and that the respondent would be set to the next available
bond slot but that there were other bond requests ahead of this one. Since this did not
satisfy the caller, the legal assistant then spoke with the IJ. The IJ said that @I8 felt
that it would be unfair to schedule this person ahead of others who had earlier pending
requests. The initial master is set for 4/21, and the caller was so informed. The next
available bond date is probably 4/20. S0, both the initial and the bond are set for next
week.

I locked in CASE. The respondent has no counsel of record. If the respondent's attorney
filed a G28 with DHS, that is not an appearance before EQIR. So--at least at this time—-—
this i1s not the attorney of rececrd.

As additional background, DHS issued the NTA on 4/8 and filed that with the court on 4/12.
On 4/12, the initial was set for 4/21. Frankly, that is pretty impressive. A bond
hearing on 4/20--if that can bs accomplished--is well within CCGs.

No one at the court has been rude to this person. My reports are that the staff acted
professionally and calmly and told the caller that they would not argque with her and gave
her the information regarding how bonds are set and that the respondent would, within that
system, receive the next available date. We're hoping that is 4/20,
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Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

From: Keily, Ed (EQIR)

Sent:  Monday, August 22, 2011 5:08 PM

To: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Subject: RE: Status of Open Complaints in the Database

(OXC)#524 is complete — oral counseling on 8/22/2011.  Don’t | owe you more paperwork on that one?
Thanks, -Ed

From: Moutinhg, Deborah {(EOQIR)

Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 1:13 PM

To: Kelly, Ed (EQIR)

Subject: RE: Status of Open Complaints in the Database

Thank you for your quick reply, | will close out # 519 as oral counseling on 817

Deborah

From: Kelly, Ed (ECIR)

Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 1:12 PM

To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Status of Open Complaints in the Database

Deborah,

#519 - U QN -- is done — oral counseling on 8-17-11.

# 524- Q) will be done as soon as | talk to @Rthis week (DRQ) off to@AQ)on detait but I'm going to give
B 2 call) Cheers,

-Ed

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 1:07 PM

To: Kelly, Ed (EQIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Subject: Status of Open Complzints in the Database

Good Afterncon ACLJ Kelly
Per ACIJ Kelier's request | am sending you a summary report of all open complaints from your courts

currently in the database along with detail report that shows you the specifics concerning each of the
open complaints.

After reviewing the reports please let me know if there are any updates and or resolutions to the open
complaints — no need to complete a new complaint intake sheet just send me the update along with the
corresponding complaint number found on the left hand side of the summary report.

Please let me know if you have any questions or require additional assistance.

Thank you
Deborah

Deborat . Weatinto

Staff Assistant

Office of the Chief Immigration Judge
Executive Office for Immigration Review
(703) 605-1389
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Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, September 07, 2011 5:28 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (ECQIR); McGoings, Michael (EQIR)

Subject: FW: Attorneym-

Dear MTK;

Enclosed you will find Judg{(9X(HM response to the complaint filed by (9XE)] Please read the

decision from US District Judge [(9XG) where he actually discusses sanctions against i(b) (6)
for his multiple appeals to them when they do not have subject matter jurisdiction.

The Wit of Habeas in the other matte{(HYB) refers to was also dismissed but | will confirm with Rico
Segocio,

I will fill out the form and close this matter with a dismissal with today’s date Sept. 7, 2011.
Thanks,
EMS

From: [DYGE (ECIR)
Sent: Wednesday, September 07, 2011 3:04 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Cc: DIG) EOIR
Subject: Attorney

Dear EMS:

Embedded in this e-mail is an abstract of an order from the Honorabl{(s)§() , U.S. District
Court, [BYGE District of [DYBN regarding AttorneQYG) frivolous conduct regardini NUMerous

motions and petitions in (b) [OGMv. U.S. Dept of Homeland Security, Case No
(b) (6)

| have reviewed the complaint and there is simply no merit to it. The first case to which he refers has fo
do with one of the (]G He was attempting to get the person released
on a bond and there was credible evidence that the "student” was working on an F-1 which would have
made him ineligible for reinstatement. This occurred last April and | was on leave. He cam around the
Court trying to get Judge [HYEMto overrule my no bond order and instead of simply waiting for a decision
upon my return he filed a Habeas action. Upoh my return | scheduled another bond hearing and he went
on for hours. | put off a decision and instead he wanted voluntary departure at the end of the hearing—
case closed.

For the current matters, the records are self explanatory. Both respondents had two attorneys before
him. [DYG) never entered an appearance before their final hearing on 6/22. Rather he filed a bond
motion (two | believe) and the aliens weare under a final order. He submitted a number of filings which had
to be returned because they were not in preper order. Finally he submitted a motion to reopen/stay for
both which were opposed by DHS and accordingly denied by me. He insists that he filed some
application with USCIS, but no copy was submitted to the Court. In my decision he was cited to the
regulation that gives exclusive jurisdiction to adjudicate applications to the 1J when the alien is in
proceedings. 8 C.F.R. 1208.2 (b) and appeared to ignore it. Strangely, he finally submitted an application
for the female respondent but it was one dated 8/9/2011. There was no actual evidence in the form of a
previously filed application furnished. DHS opposed all of the motions in writing and | rendered timely
decisions.

Sincerely,

6663
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To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)
Cc:Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR); McGoings, Michael (EOIR)
Subject: FW: Attorney

Dear MTK:

Enclosed you will find Judge (9f@E)response to the complaint filed by{(9XE)] Please read the decision from US
District Judge @!@i where he actually discusses sanctions agains{(QQ®) for his multiple appeals to them when they
do not have subject matter jurisdiction.

The Wit of Habeas in the other matte{(9EE) refers to was also dismissed but | will confirm with Rico Segocio.

1 will fill out the form and close this matter with a dismissal with today’s date Sept. 7, 2011.

Thanks,

EMS

From: [XON (ECIR)
Sent: Wednesday, September 07, 2011 3:04 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa {(EQIR)

Cc: [(DYOE (EOIR
Subject: Attorney
Dear EMS:

Embedded in this e-mail is an abstract of an order from the Honorable [{ , U.S. District Court, [DYGYIDistrict of

OYGRssarding Attorney DB frivolous conduct regarding numerous motions and petitions inYGIE. U-S. Dept of
Homeland Security, Casg(9(®)

http:/#

]
| have reviewed the comilaint and there is simply no merit fo it. The first case to which he refers has to do with one of the{(9l©)]

He was attempting to get the person released on a bond and there was credible evidence that the
"student” was working on an F-1 which would have made him ineligible for reinstatement. This occurred last April and | was on
leave. He cam around the Court trying to get Judg{®YEMto overrule my no bond order and instead of simply waiting for a
decision upon my return he filed a Habeas action. Upon my return | scheduled another bond hearing and he went on for hours. 1
put off a decision and instead he wanted voluntary departure at the end of the hearing—case closed.

For the current matters, the records are self explanatory. Both respondents had two attorneys before him. [(QYGNE never
entered an appearance before their final hearing on 6/22. Rather he filed a bond motion (two | believe) and the aliens were under
a final order. He submitted a number of filings which had to be returned because they were not in proper order. Finally he
submitted a motion to reopen/stay for both which were opposed by DHS and accordingly denied by me. He insists that he filed
some application with USCIS, but no copy was submitted to the Court. In my decision he was cited to the regulation that gives
exclusive jurisdiction to adjudicate applications to the 1J when the alien is in proceedings. 8 C.F.R. 1208.2 (b) and appeared to
ignore it. Strangely, he finally submitied an application for the female respondent but it was one dated 8/9/2011. There was no

actual evidence in the form of a previously filed application furnished. DHS opposed all of the motions in writing and | rendered
timely decisions,

Sincerely,

(b) (6)
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" Weisel, Robart (EQIR)

" From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
-Sent:  Friday, January 06, 2012 9:49 AM
To: Weisel, Robert (EQIR)
* Subject: RE: Complaint Master Calendar December 28, 2011

Yoq are funny - fortunately, most of this won't be typed in the future, just crazy this week and figured it's
easier to have it in hand at the beginning.

Got your other emall as well, and yes, close out [(J(©)] per pur conversation sarlier.

-l will sen_d you our definition of "compiaint” — you've never seen it he i#'s burgaucratic gobbledygoalc
Bottom line: it's pretty wide in ordar for us to capture any possible issues and handie/get rid of them
asap. Thatbeing said, ! don't think we shouid “create” a complaint about where one reaily
doesn’t exist, it was simply a piece of the review you did relating to ancther judge and there isn't a
problem. J record, because when someona comes calling allsging impropriety, especially

. since Judge has hadQI@hritics, we have our answer readily avaliable.

Vix
“mitk

From: Weisel, Rabart (EOIR)

Sankt: Thursday, January 05, 2012 6:04 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Complaint Master Calendar December 28, 2011

1 just spoke 1o Judge{D YOI s2id BIBheard @Blegal assistant,[DYONEE == the complainant,
as per instructions, whether®I@/had a case. he person said no and aiso replied she just wanted to
observe a hearing. (DYOMM said ok and the woman remained in Judge (DXOIM courtroom until the end
. - of the dockst. | spoke o Judge DXONIM and he verified Judge@!é. rendition. | want to give éou a
" littte more detail regarding JudgeOIONNM First of all, it was an asylum case. Secondly, Judge
. said the womag gppeared agitatad, and walked up front of the courtroom, sat down right behin the
, gate. Judge stated QI@asked the wornan if jlllicould heip her. She repeatad her request to
-observe. [(OXE Eblained asylum hearings in some cases are confidential and needed to seek the
assent of the respondent to her presence. The judge usad the interpreter. uld not recall
“whether the respondent’s atiomey asked the client whether he wanted to whether the judge

. asked the respondent (QX(QH through ihe inbari)‘mter. Regardless, the respondent did not want the

. complalnant in the courtroom. Judge old the complainant that she would have o leave but said

. there may be other heatings she . At that point, the complainant said the judge should be
firect at that point and left. Shouid | stitt fax a an M intake complaint form and if sa, may | dismiss _this as
disproven? By the way, | don’t want to quit, In fact. 1 am convinced this will vastly fmprove my ltyping skiils.
.On a sericus note, thank you for afl your assistance.

‘Bob

Robert D. Weisel

Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
26 Federal Plaza- Suite 1237

NY, NY 10278

" From: Keller, Mary 8eth (EQIR)
" Sent: Thursday, January 05, 2012 4:57 PM
. To: Weisel, Robert (EOIR)
Ce: Moutinho, Deborah {EOIR}
Subject: RE: Complaint Master Calendar December 28, 2011
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l?ﬂk-l Another good one for the here's- how- it- always - happens book: yout look into one thing and find another
o .

First, on the[{§JB)issue. it sounds like this didn’t happen on the record then, so you may want to ask the legal
-assistant what was said (we've had legal staff stating the open/closed hearing policy in a less than clear way to
the public in other situations) just to be sure there isn't an issue there. But, you are correct on the disposition(s) —
and of coursa they are often “tweeners" as Larry Dean would say. But, we have to pick one. In this circumstance

i v;cuid ge with “disproven” since if it was anyone who may have missiated something it apparently wasn't the
judge.

Meanwhile, since legal staff are aiso in your court, yau probably need to just check in on that per the above.

AND, | think you heed to talk to Judgeﬂg!@- Especially given this person's apparent mission, and other

reasons as wedl, | think we need to make sure Judge (YOI s in the clear. Thatis, | think it's worth a quick
.. Conversation with@I8 as to what transpired, and why QIg closed the hearing. | am assuming it was an asylum

Case, since everything else should generally be open, but we should find out.

Again, give me a buzz if you want to talk about.

[ hape you don't want to quit yet!

*mtk

From: Welsel, Robert (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, January 05, 2012 4:01 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth {ECIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR)

Subject: RE: Complaint Master Calendar December 28, 2011

Mary Beth:
i spoke to Judge (DYOI recalled on that date at the time indicated in the compiaint, QIB was addrsssing a
pro se respondent who happened to be the last person faken on her dockst that moming. The complainant
walked in and sat down. Having no further matters on(QIQ calendar that moming, the judge asked DIS) legat
assistant to inquire of the comptainant whether[@I@had a matter befare Judge [DYEM Tre complainant said
_did not and then walked out of courtroom. Judge [(WNIRJLadvisedRIR had no words at all with the complainant and
did not disaliow her to be in {8 courtroom.Judge( N Priorm e that Judge [DIB) oid Judge[NIB LA
the complainant walked into[@EQ:ourtroom which is adjacent to The complainant requested Judge ()RS
allow her to sit and observe jill hearing. Judge asked the parties for pefmission to allow the
complainant to obserys. the respondent's counsel objecied. Judg@!@FdVised the compiainant and asked
her to leave. Judge [(shNf9freports Judge was told by the compiainant RISshould be fired because of
decision and then left ourtroom. First of ali, would you like me to fax an Lt Complaint Intake Form to you.
Secondly, taking the pop quiz, ! would choose either complaint dismissed, as frivolous or complaint dismissed
hecause it was disproven. { | am hedging my bets)

Bob

Robert D. Waisel

Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
26 Federal Plaza- Suite 1237

NY, NY 10278

From: Keller, Mary Beth {EQIR)
Sent: Thursday, January 065, 2012 11:52 AM
To: Waisel, Robett (EOIR)

. Subject: RE: Complain

Bab,
Na problem ~that is what we are all hera for, esp me in this context! | just looked at the date and puilled up her
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calendar [ust to see what was on that day since he gave us a date and time but not an A%, And yes, absolutely
there are some complaints that are so frivalous we dan't speak to the judge at least on the frontend. We do
advise the judge {absent a vaiid) rfeason not to that & complaint came in and we closed it out as frivolous or
maeritless once we do that, so that the judge knows. NAIJ was really adamant about this, i.e., that judges should
be In the logp, though we feit we didn’t want to bother judges in some instances. As you will see, managers deal
with a (of of "junk™ But, if judges see we are dismissing “junk” out of hand, that shouid show them that we have a
:drtel?ible pracess for weeding out the valid concerns from the meritlesa.

From: Weisei, Robert (EQIR)

Sent: Thursday, January 05, 2012 11:43 AM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)

Subject: RE; Compiain

(0) (5)

Robert D. Weisel
 Agsistant Chief Imynigration Judge
.28 Federal Plaza- Suite 1237
iNY, NY 10278

From: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)
-Sent: Thursday, January D5, 2012 10:35 AM
~Fo: Welsel, Robert (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Complain

Bgh

WA,

From; Weisel, Robert {EQIR)

Sant: Thursday, January 05, 2012 10:04 AM
To: Donduck, EQIR {EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR}

Subject: RE: Complain

0) (5)
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February 6, 2012

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

FROM: Gary W. Smith, Assistant Chief Immigration Judge

SUBJECT: Complaint from (@)} Attorney Advisor{(9K(©)] mmigration
Court

1. OO - tomey Advisor, [DYGM Immigration Court, talked with me by

phone on February 2, 2012, and asked if he could come see me to talk with me about something.
I didn’t know what it was he was concerned about but told him to come on February 6. He
came over on February 6™ about 11:00 am. He expressed some reluctance about talking and said
it pertained to ethical issues at the Court. T told that if it pertained to the Court, I needed to know
about it. He then related the following:

Non-Responsive

b. Judge [(X(9Mhas been falling asleep on the bench. Last year, several months ago,
there was a commotion in the waiting room. A family member said the judge was
sleeping. He and the security guard looked and sure enough, Judge[(YN(OI was
asleep on the bench. The security guard told [[(J(OM and{(X(OMM Woke the judge
up. She told him and the security guard not to tell anyone. The security guard,

said [DYEW~anted to keep it “hush hush.” JudgHYEM granted the respondent
relief, and there wasn't an appeal. He said he will try to identify the date.

¢. The intern heard on DAR a case where the DHS counsel accused Judge{(QRGONEP
sleeping on the record, and he thinks this happened during cross-examination. He

said that he would provide me the Alien number (he later provided the name: [FYBN
m The decision involves a credibility finding and
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it’s a reserved decision. (I asked him to check the report of cases he sent
me and he didn’t find it on there.} He said that one of the law clinics gave

Judge (XM some expresso beans, which he gathered was so that Judge [(X(©)
would stay awake.

d. During the last week of December 2011, he saw Judge [[DYEat 2 bar in[OYOIE
drinking with a woman attorney named [()J(&)] He said other attorneys
said she was bragging about getting drunk with the judge. I asked him if he heard her
say this and he said that he had not.

2. Italked with [DYB) about the allegations about

and Judge [(9X(9Ms'ceping on the bench. She said she was unaware of either.

3. I asked [(QY©) | who was Acting Court Administrator at (O during the

last half of the year and until mid-January 2012. He read my notes and said he was unaware of

either or Judge (DY sle at the bench. He said no one had

reported anything like that to him. Non-liesponsive
Non-Responsive

Non-Responsive

Non-Responsive

Gary W. Smith
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
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February 17, 2012
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

FROM: Gary W. Smith, Assistant Chief Immigration Judge

SUBJECT: Interview of \DYO NI d Discussion with [HYE) and DICHIEE

On February 16, 2012, T went to the (b) (Ol Immigration Court to meet with{(QXE)
(b) (6) Acting Court Administrator, and [(9J(9)] Supervisory Legal Assistant.

Non-Responsive

I also told them 1 had
received a complaint of Judge [( (Ml sleeping at the bench and that the complaint related to
conduct a year or more before. Both said they were not aware of anything like that and would be
surprised if anything like that were going on.

While at the Court, I interviewed (Y@} Contract Security Officer. 1
asked him if he recalled an incident when Judge (K@M was allegedly asleep during a hearing.
He said that he did recall such an incident. He said that it was a video hearing and there was a
visitor at the hearing who came out of the courtroom and asked{{s) (9] in Spanish, “How
was the judge listening to the testimony if flfwas falling asleep? 1t doesn’t seem fair.’

[OYON said that he looked into the courtroom and Judge[(SYEOW hadBlf head resting on[HYE)
uplifted arm. [(YYB)] said that he told () who went into the courtroom and said

something to the judge. [(K(E) did not remember{(9J(S)] being there and did not
remember (NI saving not to tell anyone. He said this was the only such incident like this he

knew of and it was about a year ago. He believed it was in the moming during a master calendar
hearing.

After talking with [(J(5)) [ spoke with [(9X(O)] . I told him that in the
incident he reported to me of the intern detecting that an attorney had asked Judge{()J(OI if he

were sleeping, that Judge [(OX(OMin less than a second, answered that j§§f was not. I told him
that didn’t appear to have any substance. [ also told him [{()(®) didn’t remember him being
around the day about a year ago.

Gary W. Smith
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
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Non-Responsive

Non-Responsive

Wrer  aakees o .Qm-é )
(b) ©) - A e‘,' o bl o
A l vt Mg ,if., Y, .’A
AW YA ) 5) |
Y R A M(b) 6)
WA (1) (6) AP .M) (6)
_ - . e "’ v . Ve [V SG  aue
o (b‘)[(%b mww .
L 6\ B2 Ad )
»r‘j __ :__ ) ( ) wﬂfi—

6698



RodrigueP
Text Box
6698



Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 8:44 AM
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Atty:[{)J(3))

| would just add this as a miscellaneous item under the original complaint against Judge(J(F ongoing
issues with attorney appearing late in court.”

From: Moutinho, Deborah (ECIR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 8:26 AM

To: Keller, Mary
Subject: RE: Atty:

So we are holding off putting this into the Database?

From: Keller, Mary Beth (ECIR)
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2012 8:20 AM
TFo: Sukkar, Elisa (ECIR)

€c: Moutinho, Deborah {(EOIR
Subject: RE: Atty:

| suspect that Jenni Bames will be addressing this, it seems oui of bounds.
mtk

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2012 8:14 PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

€c: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR
Subject: FW: Atty
MTK:

This is the situation with the attorney that complained against 1J (BI8recently, [HYG)

This is not an isolated situation with the attorney meeting with clients when she should be in court
representing them. She is also nonchaiant about being late or not showing up at all.

This just happened last Friday, June 22, 2012.
Thanks.
EMS

From: (O (ECIR)
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2012 9:25 AM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Cc: Barnes, Jennifer (EOIR
Subject: Atty:

Greetings:

It is now 8:20 a.m. and Attorney NG as four cases today starting at 8:00 a.m. She has
still not signed in but is “meeting with my clients”. [(QX(®)] was scheduled for 8
am, _ is also scheduled for 8 a.m. and she has an individual at ¢ a.m. NG

and an individual at 10;30 a.m. [(QXG) This conduct must stop as it is completely
disruptive to the effective operation of the Court.

Sincerely, 6767

(b) (6)

6/27/2012


RodrigueP
Text Box
6767



EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR)

From: Dufresne, Jill (ECIR)

Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2012 12:08 PM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EQIR)

Subject: RE: Complaint Regarding an Immigration Judge's Conduct

Due process is OK. The disposition should be: complaint dismissed — not substantiated.
Also, Paul drafted a response on the VAWA complaint. | will bring it to you later.
Thanks,

Jill.

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2012 11:49 AM

To: Dufresne, Jill (EOQIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Complaint Regarding an Immigration Judge's Conduct

Jill,

This is currently characterized as “other - time management issue” in the db. | think we should check off “due process”
instead, since “other” doesn’t provide us much infa.,

Also, how would like the db to reflect resolution on this?

Thanks.

mtk

From: IJConduct, ECIR {ECIR}

Sent: Monday, August 06, 2012 8:31 AM
To: Dufresne, Jill (EQIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth {EQOIR)

Subject: FW: Complaint Regarding an Immigration Judge's Conduct

Good Morning,

Please see the below complaint that came into the 1] Conduct mailbox concerning Um

Thank you
Deborah
From: DICHEEEE »'i [maito/OYG) I v2hoo.com]

Sent: Friday, August 03, 2012 11:57 PM
To: DConduct, EQIR (EOIR)
Subject: Complaint Regarding an Immigration Judge's Conduct

Dear :
] have an Asylum case been hold by judge [(()XK©) immigration I live in ()]
QXM and i am seeking asylum but every time i came to the hiring on timel did not let me
in because of some other small cases, I had 2 hiring dates the first one was on JAN of 2012 i drove from
1
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR)

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EQIR)

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 3:49 PM

To: Moutinho, Deborah (EQIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR)
Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Deborah:

We only have 2 complaints currently pending:

1)

2)

IJ [(H(D]Jwith Complaint No. 709. | am waiting for the IJ to rule on the Motion to Reopen and to respond
further to the entire complaint.
1) [(9)K(Y with Complaint No. 694. | am waiting for the IJ to fully respond to the complaint. | sent (
up request on January 17, 2013.

R 5 follow

The other two that you show pending on your report have been closed and were included in the e-mail of the 8 in-take
complaint updates:

1)

2)

1J with Complaint No. 712 was closed on January 17, 2013 based on oral counseling. The complaint had
merit and was substantiated but it is now closed. The IJ received oral counseling.

1) [(9)X@)with Complaint No. 666 was completed and closed. Please see the third page of the complaint intake
form. After the October 22, 2012 entry on the intake form there are two more entries. The correspondence was
sent to OCIJ on January 23, 2013 for further review and possible complaint against the OCC in [(g)J{{§)] And then
on January 17, 2013, the entry in the intake form reflects that the matter is being dismissed as unsubstantiated
and that it is closed.

The one on I [{K(E M nvolving respondent [((D)] which Sabina sent to me on December

14, 2012, was addressed with the judge. This is the case where the respondent claimed he was from Jamaica. He was
known to throw food and feces at the guards and was kept in isolation. The BIA affirmed the I)’s decision and all the
charges of removability. The matter was not substantiated and therefore dismissed. The complaint is closed as of
January 17, 2013. This one was also included in the 8 complaint intake forms that were sent to you. This complaint does
not have a number assigned to it.

In summary, at the present time and based upon the records on our end, we only have two complaints pending.

Thank you,

Judge Sukkar

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Sent: Friday, January 18, 2013 11:47 AM

To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 6874

Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

1
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Good Morning

Attached is a report of all open complaint that you have in the database right now AClJ Sukkar, besides the mentioned
complaint on 1J [{)]J(GI which | do not have anything at all on that.

If you have any inputs/closeouts to the open complaints, please just send me an email referencing the judge’s name and
or the complaint number and | will update the information in the database.

Thank you
Deborah

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Sent: Friday, January 18, 2013 9:27 AM

To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

Thank you, | will enter these and send you a report later today. Also | have a Complaint on [{J](&)) from a R
(b) (6) that was sent to you on 12/14 from Sabina -- | check and don’t have any updated info on that one.
Thank you

Deborah

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2013 6:47 PM

To: Morris, Florencio (EOIR); Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

From: Morris, Florencio (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2013 6:30 PM

To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)

Cc: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Subject: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

Hi Deborah:

Attached please find a total of eight 1) Complaint Intake forms. This includes updates and new intake sheets. Please let
us know if there are any others pending.

Thanks,

Florencio (Tony) Morris, Staff Assistant
U.S. Department of Justice

Executive Office for Immigration Review
333 South Miami Avenue, Suite 700
Miami, Florida 33130-1901
305-789-4261
Florencio.Morris@usdoj.gov
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NOV-16-2012 12:47 IMIGRATION COURT

& LaLaw

From:([(K(O) @yahoo.com)
To: [(QXO) :
Date: Thu, September 6, 2012 7:41:50 PM

F.008
Lagw L UL &

Cec: ;
subject: Foc{ N N - i1 7L

|
Sent from my iPhone !
|
Begin forwarded message:

This document is.! automatically generated,
Please do not respond to this mail.

RESERVATION CONFIRMED - T ECONQMY
EQUIPMENT: BOEING (DOUGLAS) MD~88
TS 26E/26D NO SMOKING CONEFIRME

0

DELTA AIR LINES -

DEPART. ARRIVE

09l5a 11103

DURATION 0:55
NON SMOKING

SAT 22SEP MONTREAL QC 1205P 0236F
P TRUDEAT INTL
NON STOP DURATION 2:31
: NON SMOKING
SERVATION CONFIRMED - T ECONOMY
IGHT QPERATED RY PINMACLE DBA DELTA CORNNECTION
RCRAFT OWHER :3E PINNACLE AIRLINES

EQUIPMENT: CANADATR REGIONAL JET 900
SEATS 15A/19D NO SMOKING CONFIRMED

DELTA AIR LINES ‘(b)(G)

SDN 30SEPR NTREAL QC
TRUDEAD INTL

NON STOP
RESERVATION CONFIRMED - T ECONDMYI

.. e o -a . i PR TN . B e O l,.... E Y VN P W, T

Q606P gscor

DURATION 2:54
NON SMOKING
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NOV-16-2012 12:47 IMIGEATION COURT

RESERVATION NUMBER (S) (b) (6)

I ' i
| :

t

EATS 09D/09C NO SMOKING CONFIRME

DELTA AIR LINE
SUN 30SEF

NON STOP TERMINAL S
RESERVATION CONFIRMED - T ECCONOMY

EQUIPMENT: BOEING 737-800
TS 25F/25E NQ SMOKING CONFIRMED

P.003

L MEN WL b

FELIGHT OPERATED BY PINNACLE DBA DELTA CONNECTION
PlIRCRAFT OWRER $+9E FPINNACLE AIRLINES
EQUIHENT:CANADAIR REGIONAL JET 900

1100F 1052p

DUORATION 0:52
NON SMOKING

TICKET: DL/ETKT 006 7104168725
TICKET: DL/ETKT 006 7104168726

e — -

b) (6

7042
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From: [(9X(©); (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 4:13 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Court matter

Sensitivity: Confidential

Hi Judge,

| know you’re busy, just wanted to remind you that | am out on leave tomorrow through Monday back in the office on
Tuesday. The matter | wanted to bring to your attention is [{(S)(&)] | will forward to you under separate cover the
email | sent to Jenni Barnes last week regarding the attorney on this case which is self-explanatory.

| am off the bench for the day so | do hope we get the chance to speak before | leave.

Thanks.

(b) (6)

Sincerdly,

WIO)

Immigration Judge

U.S. Department of Justice
(b) (6)
(b) (6)

From: [(9X(©)] (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2013 12:05 PM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Subject: Court matter

Importance: High

Sensitivity: Confidential

Good afternoon Judge,

| received your message this morning. We were in FERS training yesterday afternoon. | tried calling you back today and
left a voice message at Jorge Rodriguez’s number. | do need to talk to you about an incident this morning with an
attorney against whom | issued an OSC last week. | will be back in court at 1 to issue a decision on an asylum case |
heard this morning, but do not anticipate that should take very long. Please call when you can.

Thank you.

(b) (6)

Sincerely,
7224

(b) (6)
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Immigration Judge
U.S. Department of Justice
Executive Office for Immigration Review
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To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJ Conduct Complaint

I’'m available now if you are. | have 2 cases this afternoon.

Sincerely,

WION
Immigration Judge
U.S. Department of Justice

WIO),
From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 10:33 AM
To: DTG o)

Subject: RE: 1J Conduct Complaint

Good Morning Judge:

The attorney explains that she was not trying to address the OSC at all but was trying to make it clear, after being asked,
that she had no file to give. That she had only been representing the respondent for 45 days and her file only consisted
of a COV motion and a skeleton cancellation application both of which she had already e-mailed to [(J](J There was
no file to hand over. She said that to the extent you had issued an OSC and felt disciplinary proceedings were over her
head, that she wanted it to be known that she had no documents or files to turn over. Any and all documents, at best,
were with the first attorney of record and not with her. That is what she was trying to explain to you.

She had no intent of addressing the OSC in open court and in front of her colleagues. Please keep in mind that any
discussion of disciplinary proceedings is confidential and she had no intent of addressing your concerns publicly.

She felt she never had a chance to even explain all of this to you when she was interrupted, not allowed to explain and
then was expelled from the courtroom for no reason. Hearing someone out fully is crucial so that matters do not
escalate.

You assumed that [{JJ(&))] was not representing the truth. [((S)] turned over the extent of the file that

was in her possession. And that was what she was trying to explain to you. Both attorneys were representing the truth.
But it seems there was this assumption by the court, as you have indicated below, that one was not telling the truth.

Even the DHS attorney was objecting to what the court was doing and the path that the discussion had taken. It was
good advice and, as you have indicated, a good suggestion.

Let’s try to connect this afternoon at the end of the day so we can discuss further. | am at BTC today at [{¢) (3] :
Thanks you,

EMS
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From: [(9X(©)] (EOIR)

Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 8:44 AM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Subject: RE: IJ Conduct Complaint
Importance: High

Good morning Judge, | listened to the DAR last week.

My main concern was that no further delays be caused resulting from the respondent’s file not being turned over to new
counsel. (X)) stated on the record that she had provided [(JN(S) Il with the file. After [()J(S)] left
the Courtroom [()J(SJllc'early stated that was not the case. [(J(S)) hen returned and | asked her to please
address only where the file was (this was clearly a huge mistake on my part) and she insisted on addressing the OSC and
further kept trying to tell me why she was having trouble representing the Respondent implying that the Respondent
was misrepresenting things to her. His statements on the record from the last hearing were that she told him she would

not appear in court if he didn’t pay her. This is exactly what she told my assistant when she called to tell him to let me
know she had no intention of appearing in court in spite of my order if she was not paid.

(b) (6) nsisted on addressing the OSC in open court. | made it clear to her that | did not have the time to hear
her on the OSC, that she could and should address it in writing and that | needed to move on because | had interrupted
another hearing in order to reset this case as it was clear | would not have sufficient time to hear the matter that day. |
literally pleaded with her repeatedly to simply address the issue of the file transfer as concisely as possible then and
there and to address the OSC in writing. When it was clear that she was going to continue speaking and doing as she
pleased | did what was advised to me in training and that was to take a recess (announce that | was going to step out
and leave the courtroom) to diffuse the situation. | did tell her that | expected her to remove herself from the courtroom
by the time | returned and she did so. When | left the bench | went to Cynthia and let her know what was going on so
that any further escalation could be avoided and | turned it over to her. As stated, by the time | returned she had

left. Once I returned the DHS found it necessary to state on the record that after | had left the Court [{S)](&)}]

attempted to engage him repeatedly expecting him to take a position which he declined before she left. | learned of this
because he insisted on addressing this on the record. His statement can be heard on the DAR as well.

(b) (6) was present during this incident as was the DHS attorney, [(](&) and of course g
(b) (6) respondent’s new attorney and the respondent himself.

In retrospect | understand that | should not have addressed her as to the whereabouts of the file. | did this because .
WIQIhad made a clear statement that () J($)) representation that she had given her the respondent’s file was
not true. | figured I’d want the opportunity to address that if my representation to a court was questioned and for this

reason alone | called on her to state her position. | realize this was a huge mistake. This was raised by the DHS and |
clearly should have done as he suggested which was to not address the matter in court.

| do not believe | treated her disrespectfully. | trust you will let me know if this is not reflected in the DAR when we
discuss the matter. | will make myself available at your convenience. Please let me know when your schedule allows.

Thank you.

(b) (6)

Sincerely,
7231

(b) (6)



RodrigueP
Text Box
7231



Immigration Judge

U.S. Department of Justice
(b) (6)
(b) (6)

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 5:12 PM
To: (DIGEEN -01%)

Subject: 1J Conduct Complaint
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Judge (DK@

| wanted you to know that attorney [() (&)} has called lodging a complaint as to events that transpired in your
courtroom on April 10, 2013 in the matter of Al{Q)J(S)] :

This is the case involving the COV and the OSC that you issued in which EOIR Counsel Jennifer Barnes was contacted.
The attorney will mail a copy of her response to the OSC for my review so that | become familiar with this matter.

She complains how she was treated during the hearing on April 10, 2013. She indicated she felt humiliated when after
being asked to address the issue of the respondent’s file in “one minute” (after she had been granted a Motion to
Withdraw), she was interrupted, was not allowed to explain and then was thrown out of the courtroom when you told
her she needed to be “gone” or she had to “remove herself” from the courtroom by the time you came back to address

the matter with the new attorney.

She also indicated that the OSC was first issued and served on the respondent in open court on April 4, 2013 before it
was even served on her.

Please listen to all the DAR recordings in this matter and please provide a response as soon as possible.
After you listen to DAR, please let’s set up another meeting so we can address this matter.
Thank you,

Judge Sukkar
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